Meconopsis Group – Part of the proceedings of the meeting held on 20th November 1999


Report on the talk “Naming problems – setting the scene”
 (by Evelyn Stevens, report compiled by her)
I started by expressing the gratitude of the Group to Chris Brickell for coming to advise on problems in naming the perennial blue poppies.

As the Trial Bed had been subjected to strong gales just before the meeting in May, I then showed two slides of the Bed.  The first was as the leaves of the plants were first emerging at the end of March and the second was taken in mid August when the plants had recovered well from the gales.  I expressed the thanks of the Group to John Mitchell and the Botanics for looking after the plants so well.

I then attempted to set the scene by looking at examples of the sort of problems we have, first, with plants raised from seed and secondly, with a group of the sterile forms.
i.  “Seed-raised” problems  a).  In 1994 Les Newby found a total of just 14 fertile seeds in the capsules of a plant he bought as M. “Branklyn” from Gary Dunlop and which is normally regarded as totally sterile.  He raised from these seeds 12 good plants and discovered that they are fully fertile with capsules full of fertile seed, and the plants raised from these appear to be excellent but very variable.  I have a group of 30 plants and showed slides showing the high degree of variability in the foliage (only a few had yet flowered).  The seed is very marketable and so presumably are, or will be, the plants.  Some people just want a blue poppy (as Ian Christie says) and these plants would meet that need very nicely.   So what do we do about naming them? – they appear to be too variable to merit cultivar status.
b).  Graeme Butler had a demonstration of a similar problem.  He has a plant which has been grown in isolation since the 1970s, purchased by Mr. Harry Bush from Mrs. Sherriff at Ascreavie.  It is a good plant and produces capsules full of fertile seed.  Graeme had hoped that plants raised from it would be very uniform, but finds they are very variable.
ii.   Sterile clones  For problems amongst this category of plant, I chose to speak about plants labelled M. ‘Branklyn’.  I believe there are three distinct plants with this name, so what do we do about that?
The first slides were of the FCC form of ‘Branklyn’ obtained from John Lawson of Inshriach.  John confirmed that is was correct when he saw it in my garden.  The flower is very large, the petals being rather rectangular with large gaps between them.
The second ‘Branklyn’ is that which perhaps seems largely to come from Northern Ireland.  I showed slides of plants obtained from Mr Stewart-Moore and from Gary Dunlop. They are very different from the FCC form above, but very like M. ‘Jimmy Bayne’ and certain other so-called GS600 clones.
The third ‘Branklyn’ was a plant given, in 1976, to Polly and Mike Stone of Fort Augustus by Mr. Stewart-Annand.  The latter was the first National Trust gardener at Branklyn Garden, shortly after Mrs. Renton had died.  This is a very distinctive plant (a slide of this was shown) and it seems likely that the gardener, so shortly after the Trust had taken over the garden, would have been sure of the name of a plant named after it.

In discussion it was accepted that the laws of precedence must be obeyed. Therefore the FCC plant (i.e. the one from Inshriach should keep the name ‘Branklyn’, even though it is very rare and is not abundantly in circulation. The other “Branklyn’s” would therefore need to be renamed.
Evelyn then showed slides of a few of the other plants from her garden to reinforce the fact that there certainly are a number of fine sterile clones meriting recognition and naming.
i. M. ‘Betty Sherriff’  This is the plant which Cameron Carmichael, Ian Christie and myself     (? and others) have been referring to and distributing as  “Betty’s Dream Poppy”.  It differs from the plant Mike Stone is certain is “Betty’s Dream Poppy”.  He has a slide of Betty Sherriff standing beside her “Dream Poppy” and Mike had lent it to me to show the Group. Mike said to me “I am not going to change the name on my plant”.  In view of the uncertainty, Cameron, Ian and myself recommend that the former plant (not Mike Stone’s) should be named M. ‘Betty Sherriff’, leaving ‘Betty’s Dream Poppy’ for the Stone’s plant.
ii.  M. ‘Ballyrogan’ I purchased this fine and distinctive plant from Gary Dunlop.  I have not yet found out whether Gary Dunlop propagates it from seed or vegetatively.
iii. M. GS600   “I acquired this many years ago from Ascreavie” said Ian Christie. This fine plant differs from M. ’Jimmy Bayne’ and certain other so-called GS600 clones.
iv. M. ‘Aberdeen form’ of x sheldonii’ given me by Ian Christie.  This is just a provisional name for another fine plant of the x sheldonii rather than the GS600 persuasion.
v. M. ‘Crewdson Hybrids’ and M. ‘Mrs Jebb’  It appears that originally M. ‘Crewdson Hybrids’ were raised from seed (until 1959 according to John Lawson) and then became sterile.  I think that comparison of these two sterile forms indicates that ‘Mrs Jebb’ is in all probability a selection from M. ‘Crewdson Hybrids’. The close-up views of the deep blue flowers showed that in ‘Mrs. Jebb’ the flower is more saucer-shaped, rather than the cup-shape of ‘Crewdson Hybrids’.
vi. M. ‘Clocktower’  This is merely a tag for convenience, not its real name.  It is very distinctive.  The initial leaf-rosette emerges later than in other forms, it has very distinct foliage, it is taller than many and it flowers later than most.  The first four flowers tend to be placed regularly at the apex of the flowering shoot, looking like the four faces of a town square clock-tower.  It does not produce many off-sets per year, so is slow to increase.
vii. M. ‘Crarae’  This is the plant that has been grown for many years at Crarae Garden. It appears distinctive. In the slide it was seen to be much shorter than ‘Clocktower’.
viii. M. ‘Dawyck’  This is the fine plant found at Dawyck and bulked up by David Paterson more than ten years ago.  It is now also in the Pringle Garden at RBGE and is also grown in quantity in Tom Shearer’s garden at Broughton, near Dawyck Botanic Garden.  It is an excellent plant and also distinct, I think.
ix. M. ‘Willie Duncan’  This was raised by Willie Duncan in 1972 from seed given him by Joyce Halley at the end of the SRGC seed exchange distribution.  Only one seedling germinated.  Willie gave me a piece about 8 years ago and I have bulked it up, named it after Willie and distributed it.  It appears to be becoming well established and regarded highly.  It is vigorous, with distinctive and handsome broad foliage with crenate margins, suggesting so-called GS600 as a parent. However, it lacks the purple tingeing of the latter.  The truncate or cordate bases to the laminae at the earlier stage of leaf development, together with the pale-green leaf-colour, indicates that M. betonicifolia is involved in the parentage.  It has large, good blue flowers.
x. M. ‘Jimmy Bayne’  This is a clone going back to before 1962 and the story of which I have written up in The Rock Garden.  It has become clear that it is one of the so-called “GS600” clones.  It is a vigorous and fine form and very garden-worthy, although the good flowers usually have a purplish tinge, a disadvantage for those only liking pure blue flowers.
These examples demonstrate that there exist both a number of excellent plants the names of which need to be clarified, and that there are a number of naming problems that need to be resolved. We were looking forward to Chris Brickell’s advice on the latter.
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